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20 millisieverts/year remains the �
official evacuation level�
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Types of Evacuation Areas �
(Revised: March 2012)�

•  Areas to which evacuation orders are ready to be lifted!
Areas where it is confirmed that the annual integral dose of radiation 
will definitely be 20mSv or less


•  Areas in which the residents are not permitted to live!

Areas where the annual integral dose of radiation is expected to be 
20mSv or more and where residents are ordered to remain evacuated 
in order to reduce the risk of radiation exposure


•  Areas where it is expected that the residents have 

difficulties in returning for a long time!
Areas where the annual integral dose of radiation is expected to be 
20mSv or more within five years and the current integral dose of 
radiation per year is 50mSv or more.�
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•  The legal limit for public exposure to radiation is 1 millisievert/year.   
Nuclear Reactor Regulation Law (Law for the Regulations of Nuclear Source Material, 
Nuclear Fuel Material and Reactors)


•  Radiation Controlled Area: !

A work environment with radiation levels 5.2 millisieverts or over.!
Under the Labor Law, individuals 18 years and under are not legally permitted 
to enter a Radiation Controlled Area. A sign signifying the presence of 
radiation must be displayed. The general public including children are not 
permitted to enter. Radiation exposure is strictly managed. Only trained 
personnel are allowed to enter. (Regulation for the Prevention of Harmful Effects of Ionizing 
Radiation, etc.)


•  Cancer or leukemia is recognized as work-related under labor 

compensation regulations if the worker’s radiation exposure is 5 
millisieverts/year or greater. In the past 35 years, ten workers have 
received compensation for work-related illnesses on the basis of their 
cumulative exposure – including one who received 5.2 millisieverts in 
total.	 5 

20 millisieverts?�



•  I did not give birth to my children only to have them fall sick!
!
I gave birth in May. I also have a 3-year old. Radiation in our garage 
measures more than 10 microsieverts/hour. It’s around 0.5 
microsieverts in our house. It was too dreadful to live there. I didn’t 
give birth to my children only to have them fall ill. We had to go into 
debt so we could flee. That was the only way out. We wouldn’t have 
had to evacuate and seek shelter, if it weren’t for the radiation.!
!
After the nuclear power plants exploded, there’s tens, hundreds of 
times more radiation all around, and it’s still coming down on us.!
!
Nuclear power took away all the things we held dearest.
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Please hear our voices!
Citizens Remaining in Fukushima, and Evacuated 

from Fukushima (July~December 2011)�



•  As a parent, we must protect my children. How can I have my children 
live in an area just a small hillock away from the official evacuation 
zone. We didn't evacuate because we wanted to. We suffered trying 
to decide, and we worried whether we could protect our children if 
another disaster struck. We struggled to the core before we finally 
evacuated.!


•  We lived in an area we found out would expose us to 15mSV a year. 
We evacuated with our first-grade son and now live in Saitama.!


•  The levels of radiation are high. It‘s over 1µSv and hour in our house. 
Is it really okay to have our child live in such an environment? I'm 
worried.�
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Please hear our voices!
Citizens Remaining in Fukushima, and Evacuated 

from Fukushima (July~December 2011)



Even if people want to evacuate, they can’t.�

Why is the “Right to Evacuate” 
Necessary?�
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The results of the self-evacuation questionnaire (25 July 2011)	
(Source: FoE Japan, Fukuro-no-Kai)	 8	

Yes         No               Neither	

Why People Cannot Evaucate	



29 September ~ end of October 2011 
Responses from 238 individuals who had self-evacuated or who remained in Fukushima.
Source: FoE Japan and Fukuro-no-Kai.�
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Questionnaire on Self-Evacuation 
(Part 2) 

a) Self-evacuation 
with other family 
members: 52

b) I had my other 
family members 
evacuate: 27

c) Self-evacuated 
but other family 
members are 
living in the same 
place: 54

d) Planning to 
self-evacuate: 22

e) Would like to 
self-evacuate, but 
have been unable 
to do so: 66	

f) Decided to 
remain in 
Fukushima 
Prefecture: 14

g) Other: 3
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Some areas over 10μSv/h 
at 1cm	

Of 10 locations measured, 4 
had levels over 2.0μSv/h at 
50cm.	

Container for water near 
housing along route to 
school: 22.6μSv/h at 1cm	

Waterway: 3.87μSv/h at 1m, 
5.30μSv/h at 50cm， 9.80μSv/
h at 1cm.	

Yard of house near irrigation 
ditch: 4.8μSv/h at 50cm, 
2.7μSv/h at 1m.)	

Parking lot near homes: 3.0μSv/h at 
1m, 3.8μSv/h at 50cm.	

Survey of Watari District, Fukushima City, Fukushima 
Prefecture. The survey was commissioned by FoE Japan and 
Fukuro-no-Kai and undertaken by Dr. Tomoya Yamauchi, 
professor at Kobe University 
(Centimeter and meter measurements indicate height from ground.)	



Oguraji Inariyama 
●46,540Bq/kg＝931kBq/m2　（June）	 
●239,700Bq/kg＝4,794kBq/m2（September）	 

●Yahata Shrine （September）!
157,274 Bq/kg＝3,145 kBq/m2	 

●An aqueduct in Yakushi（September）
　307,565Bq/kg＝6,151 kBq/m2	 
●A yard in Yakushi（September）　
　38,464 Bq/kg＝769 kBq/m2	 

●A rain collector along a route to 
Watari Elementary（September）
98,304 Bq/kg＝1,966 kBq/m2	 

●”Right to Evacuate” zone：185～555 kBq/m2
●Resettlement zone：555 kBq/m2～1480 kBq/m2
●Evacuation zone：greater than 1480kBq/m2	 



•  Citizens petition for designation of evacuation areas.!


•  Government authorities refuse!
.

•  Citizens must wait their turn to have their area 
decontaminated.!
Decontamination moves forward very slowly.!


•  Citizens must store contaminated soil in their yard.!


•  Soil contamination levels do not come down.�
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児玉龍彦「チェルノブイリ原発事故から甲状腺癌の発症を学ぶ」『医学のあゆみ	  Vol.231	  No.4	  	  2009.10.24』	 





What’s Wrong with the Fukushima Health Management Survey’s 
Thyroid Examinations


1.  Is it valid to limit the examination to pediatric thyroid cancer ? Shouldn’t blood tests 

be undertaken to check for thyroid function?!


2.  Current findings are considered to reflect pre-accident conditions. Is that 
appropriate?!


3.  Shouldn’t there be a control in order to provide a comparison?!


4.  A2 is categorized as “normal.” Is that appropriate? Nodules are categorized as “no 
problem” along with cysts. Is that appropriate?!


5.  Re-examination of A2 will be undertaken in two and a half years. No examination 
needed in the interim?!


6.  Patients are not informed about their ultrasound results and doctor’s observations 
and diagnosis entered into their medical chart. Isn’t this a problem?!


7.  The survey’s notification discourages and virtually prevents obtaining a second 
opinion. This notification should be rescinded. Obtaining a second opinion should 
be encouraged, opening up the option for re-examination.!


8.  Only children are examined. Shouldn’t adults be examined too?	


